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NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

ADVANCE RESTRICTZD REPORT

FULL~SCALE WIND-TUNNEL INVESTIGATION OF FORWARD
UNDERSLUNG COOLING~ATIR DUCTS

By W. J. Nelson, XK. R, czarnecki
and Robert D. Harrington

SUMMARY

A general investigation of underslung coollng-alr
ducts in various locations on a model of a typical single-
engine tractor airplane has been conducted in the NACA
full-scale tunnel. This report contains the results of
tests of two forward underslung ducts. These tests
were made to determine the effect of the inlet-velocity
ratio, the angle of attack, the radiator resistance, and
the propeller operation on the pressure recovery at the
radiator, cn the drag of the cooling instaila%iocn, and
on the critical speed of the ducts. Pressure measure-
ments were made at the duct inlets and at the face of
the radiator to determine the diffuser losses, and atb
the duct outlets to find the volume rate of alr flow
through the duct. The drag of the various duct instal=-
lations was obtained from force tests of the model with
the d&urots installed and removed, Statlc-pressure
distributions were taken at the duct lips and at the
duct-fuselage fillets to determine the critical speed
of the ducts.

At low values of 1ift coefficient, with the propeller
removed, pressure recoveries greater than 90 percent of
the free-stream dynamic pressure were obtained at values
of inlet-velocity ratio from 0.40 to 0.75. Propeller
operation increased the pressure recovery 7 percent of
the free-stream dynamic pressure at a thrust coefficlent
of 0.02 and about L}5 percent of the free-stream dynamic
pressure at a thrust coefficient of 0.11. Reductions
in the outlet static pressure as large as 50 percent of
the frec-stream dynamic pressure were obtained by the
installation of [j5° exit flavs with the propeller
removed, and even greater reductlons were noted with
the propeller operating. The lowest critical speed was
measured at the left duct-fuselage fillet with the
propeller operating.
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INTRODUCT ION

A general investigation of charge-air and cooling=-air

duets, installed in a full-scale model of the Republic
XP-47 airplane, has been made in the NACA full-scale
tunnel to provide a basis for comparing several typilcal
duct installations with regard to the pressure recoveries
obtainable at the radiators, the drag of the complete
ducting system, and the critical speed of the inlet lips.
The results of tests of the engine~charge-air ducts with
inlets located on the top of the fuselage and of the
cooling-air ducts with inlets located in the wings and
on the bottom of the fuselage behind the leading edge of
the wing are given in references 1 to 3. The results of
the tests of the underslung ducts with inlets close to
the propeller are presented in this report.

Tests were made to determine the performance of a
large and a small forward underslung duct over a range
of airplane angles of attack, duct inlet-velocity ratios,
and radiator resistances. Most of the tests were made
with the propeller removed from the airplane. Some
tests were made, however, with the propeller operating
to determine the effects of the slipstream on the duct
characteristics.

SYMBOLS
Cr, 1ift coefficient
To thrust coefficient ——Ez—z
pVo D
ACq increment of drag coefficient due to duct
ACDi calculated increment of internal-drag coefficient
ACp increment of drag coefficient due to external
e -

drag of duct (ACp ACDi)
AD increment of drag due to duct
T thrust

P mass density of air
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-velocity

propeller diameter |
cross-sectional area of duct
wing area

local static pressure
dynamic pressure

pressure 4drop across orifice plate representing
radiator

pressure~-drop coeflficlent Ffor orifice vplate

total pressure

volume rate of flow
alr-flow parameter
inlet-velocity ratio

duct efficilency (Q Ap/ADVg)

angle of attack of thrust axis relative to free-
stream direction

propeller blade angle at 0,75 radius

Subscripts (denoting average conditions):

0

A A N

cr

in free stream

in duct inlet

at front face of orifice plate
at duct outlet

critical
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APPARATUS AND METHODS

The model used in these tests is a typical low-wing
single-engine fighter airplane with a wing area of
170 square feet. The general’ arrangement of the model
and the basic dimensions are given in figure 1. For
the tests with the propeller operating, the model was
equipped with a 1l0-foot-dlameter Curtiss controllable-
pitch propeller that was driven by an electric motor.
The propeller had 61LCcl.5-2l; blades, the shanks of
which were covered with cuffs shown in figure 2. The.
medel is shown mounted in the NACA full-scale tunnel in
figure 3. A description of the NACA full-scale tunnel
and the balance equipment used in these tests 1s given
in reference l.

The large and small TForward underslung ducts are
shown installed on the model in figures li and 5,
respectively. Photographs of the inlets and outlets
are shown in figures 6 and 7 and the gensral dimensions
of the ducts are given in figures 8 and 9. Each duct
was tested with three outlets in order to vary the volume
rate of air flow., These figures show that the outlet
area of the ducts was varied by cubtting back the duct
exlt from the original position. Some additional tests
were made to determine the effect on the vpressure distri-
bution and total-pressure recovery at the face of the
radiator of three equally spaced radial vanes installed
in the diffuser of the large duct.

Total-pressure measurements were made at the duct
inlet and at the front of the radlator to determine the
pressure loss in the diffuser. The volume rate of flow
through each duct was calculated from measurements of
total and static pressures in the duct outlets. Static-
pressure distributions, for the purpose of estimating
the critical speeds of the duct lips and the duct-fuselage

fillets, were determined by use of rows of %E-inch static-

pressure orifices mounted flush with the outer surface of
the section. The ordinates of the lower lips are gilven
in table I. o

The effect of the slipstream on the duct performance
was obtained with the propeller operating at thrust
coefficients simuvlating the sea~level high-speed and



TACA ARR No. LLH15 5

climbing~-flight conditions for an airplane with a normal
rating of 1600 horsepower. 'For the high-speed condition,
Cr, = 0.10, the propeller blade angle was 50° and the
thrust coefficient was 0.02., For the c¢limb condition,
Cr, = 0.47, the blade angle was 1,0° and the thrust

coefficient 0.11.

The effect of the various duct installations on the
drag of the model was determined from the force tests
with the duct installed on the airplane and with the
duct removed. These force tests were made over a range
of 1ift coefficient from -0.2 to 0.5 at a tunnel air
velocity of approximately 96 miles per hour. The incre-
ments of internal drag were calculated from the volume
rate of air flow and the exit total pressure.

The relationship between the 1ift coefficient and
the angle of attack for this airplane is given in
figure 10,

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The presentation of the results is divided into
four sections in which the requirements for satisfactory
duct performance are discussed. These requirements
include (1) high pressure recovery at the front of the
radiator, (2) low available outlet static pressures for
adequate control of flow through the radiator, (3) low
drag over the speed range from high speed to climbing
speed, and (L) high critical speed of the duct. In the
first section the effects of the inlet=velocity ratio,
the 1ift coefficient, and the propeller thrust on the
pressure recovery at the radiator are discussed. In the
second section the static pressure at the duct outlet is
discussed as a function of the geometric dimensions of
the outlet section of the duct, the 1ift coefficient,
and the thrust coefficient. In the same section the
effect on the outlet static pressure of installing outlet
flaps is described., The internal drag caused by flow
through the duct and the external drag caused by flow
disturbances over the duct are discussed separately in
the third section. The effeécts of the inlet-velocity
ratlo, the 1ift coefficient, and the propeller operation
on the critical speed of the ducts are discussed in the
fourth section.

—
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Pressure Recoveries at Radiator

The total-pressure recovery at the radiator 1s
determined by the losses that occur at the duct inlet
and in the duct diffuser. The pressure losses at the
inlet are caused by separation of the boundary layer
from the fuselage surface just ahead of the inlet.

Since the boundary layer at the inlet to a forward
underslung duct is usually very -thin, there is little
tendency toward separation and the inlet losses are very
small (fig. 11) over the normal range of design inlet-
velocity ratio Vi/V, from O.L to 1.0. It is therefore
apparent that total-pressure recoveries appreclably
below the full free-stream dynamic pressure will occur
in forward underslung ducts only when there are large
pressure losses in the dilfuser. The losses that occur
in the diffuser are discussed in the following paragraphs
as a function of the inlet-velocity ratio, the 1lift
coefficient, and the propeller thrust.

Effect of inlet-velocity ratio.~- The variation of
the average total pressure at theface of the orifice
plate with the inlet-velocity ratio is shown in figure 12.
At a 1ift coefficient of 0.10, with the propeller removed,
pressure recoveries greater than 90 percent of the free=-
‘stream dynamic pressure (O.90qo) were recorded in both
the large and the small forward underslung ducts at
values of Vy/V, from 0.40 to 0.75. The inlet-velocity
ratio at which the peak recovery was obtained and the
range of inlet-velocity ratios over which high pressure
recoveries were obtained decreased with increasing 1ift
coefficients. From the scatter of the test polnts, it
is evident that any differences in recovery caused by
changes in the resistance of the radlator are well within
the accuras of the measurements.

The prezsures at the face of the orifice plate are
presented as contour maps in figure 13, At Cp, = 0.10
and Vl/Vo = 0.53 the total-pressure recovery was high

and uniform over the central part of the radiator and
decrezsed slcowly toward the edges. Increasing the inlet-
velocity ratio to 0.7l reduced the recovery near the duct
walls still further. At. V1/Vs, = 0.9 very low pressures
were measured at the bottom of the radiator, which
indicated that separation occurred in the lower part of
the diffuser.
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For corrésponding inlet-velocity ratios, the pressure
losses at "Cr, = 0.839 ‘were greater than the pressure
losses at Cp, = 0.10.

The effect of changing the inlet-velocity ratio
on the flow over a duct 1lip 1s analogous to changing
the angle of attack of an airfoil. At low values
of V1/Ve, the streamlines expand ahead of the duct

and in effect cause the duct lip to operate as an airfoil
at a high angle of attack (sketch (a)), with the inner

Ly . e
\4\\,‘5:&{3:4&;{:'u¢41~u_¢_w . ‘&‘t’f‘:’"’ Sera
—— =LA T
\ g 377
(a) V1 /vq < 0.4. (b) V/Vy = 1.0.

surface of the lip corresponding to the lower surface
of the airfoil. In this condition the flow over the
inner surface of the 1lip is smooth, but on the outer.
surface there is a tendency toward high negative pres-
sures and senaration from the 1lip., With increasing
Inlet-velocity ratios, the angle of attack of the 1lip
decreases until at some inlet velocity the 1lip operates
at a negative angle of attack (sketch (b)) and the
tendency toward separation occurs on the inner surface
of the lip. The exact value of Vy/Vy at which sepa-
ration, if any, wlll occur depends upon the camber, the
- leading-edge radius, and the alinement of the duct 1lip.

Effect of 1ift. coefficient.- In order to determine
the eTfect of changes of Lift coefficient on the pressure
at the face of the orifice plate, tests were made with
constant outlet area and flap position at 1lift coeffi-
clents ranging from 0.1 to 0.9. The results of these
tests (figs. 1l and 15) show that increasing C(r,

decreased both the recovery and the inlet-velocity ratio.
In order to separate the changes in recovery caused by
varying the 1lift coefficient from those associated with
the variations in inlet-velocity ratio, the curves of
figure 12 have been cross-plotted at constant values

of V1/V, and are presented in figure 16. These data
show that, over a range of 1ift coefficient from 0.1

to 0.9, the total-pressure recovery at inlet-velocity
ratios of about 0.5 varied less than 0.05q, and that
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the adverse effsct of changes in CL‘ increagsed rapidly
with inlet-velocity ratio. '

The effects of 11ft coefficient on the pressure
recovery at the radiator are readily explained by the
girfoil analogy used in the preceding section. At low
1ift coefficients the duct lip is alined with the
approaching air stream and the flow over the lip is
smooth (sketech (c)). As C1, increases, the stagnation

‘*‘*—&:is__’;%wu_:f\\.rz“%U“u P e \M
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(c) Low Crp,. ' (d) High Cg.

point moves to the under side of the' 1lip and the flow
tends to separate from the lower wall of the duct
(sketch (4)).

With vanes installed in the diffuser the recovery
at Cp, = 0,10 was slightly lower than without vanes

(fig., 1l); the vanes, however, reduced the adverse
effects of increasing lift coefficient.

Propeller operation.~ The effect of the propeller

" operation on the variation of the total pressure at the
face of tine orifice plate with inlet-velocity ratio is
shown in figure 17 for the large forward underslung
duct. . In the high~-speed attitude, C7, = 0.10 and

Vv1/Ve = 0.5, the pressure recovery with the propeller
operating at T, = 0.02 was about 0.07q, greater than
that with the propeller removed. In the climb condition,
Cr, = 0.47, T¢ = 0.11, and Vy/Vo = 0.8, the total
pressure at the radiator was 0.1.500 greater than with
the propeller removed. These data show that the range

of inlet-velccity ratics over which the pressure
recovery remains substantlally constant was much greater
with the propeller operating than with the propeller
removed. For convenience in comparison, the inlet-
velocity ratio with the propeller operating has been
based on the free-stream velocity and not on the veloclty
in the slipstream.
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: The substantial Increase in the total pressure

77 " “obtained at the face of -the radiator with the propeller
operating,. particularly at the climb thrust coefficient,
is largely attributed to the cuffs installed on the
shanks of the propeller blades. Ordinarily, this
portion of the propeller, with its. poor blade sections,
contributes little to the propeller thrust. With the
cuffs installed, however, a more nearly uniform radial
propeller~load distribution is possible with a resultant
increase in the total pressure behind the inner sections
of the propeller blade. This effect becomes greater for
the high propeller loadings of the climb condition. The
cuffs also serve to increase the critical speed of the
propeller-blade shanks,

Results obtained with constant outlet area show the
effect of the propeller operation on both the pressure
recovery and the inlet-velocity ratio. (See fig. 18.)
At the high-speed T, of 0.02, a slight increase in the
pressure recovery and the lnlet-velocity ratio was
caused ¥y propeller operation; at the climb Te of 0,11,
however, the increases in the recovery and in the inlet-
velocity ratio were much larger.

Typical pressure distributions at the radiator with
the propeller removed and operating are presented in
figure 19. 1In the high-speed attitude, Cr, = 0.10, at
an inlet-velocity ratio of 0.58, the slipstream at
Te = 0.02 1increased the total pressure at the radiator
approximately 0.07qO with no great change in the

distribution. In the climb attitude, Cp, = 0.47, with

the propeller operating at Te = 0.11, the average
total pressure at the radiator was O.tho greater

than for the propeller-removed tests, The contour map
indicates that the core of high pressures which was
concentrated in the upper part of the radiator in the
propeller-removed tests has moved to the center of the
duct.

The effects of propeller operation with the small
forward underslung duct are given in table II. These
data are insufficient to make as thorough an analysis
as for the large duct, but the effects appear to be
generally similar., 1In the climb attitude with T, = 0.11,
the average total pressure at the radiator was lower, at
low values of Vy/V,, for the small duct than for the
large duct. (See table II and fig. 17.) It is probable

_
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that at the low values of Vy/V, a greater proportion

of the air entering the small duct inlet 1s affected by
the less efficient inner portion of the propeller blade.

Pressures behind Radiator

The quantity of air flowing through a duct may be
determined from the total- and static-pressure measurements
at the duct exit. The static pressure at the duct exit
is primarily dependent upon the convergence of the outlet
section of the duct and the angle at which the flow from
the duct is discharged into the free stream. When the
air is discharged from a rapidly contracting outlet
section, its velocity continues to increase for some
distance downstream of the exit and usually results in
static pressures at the outlet that are higher than the
pressure of the neighboring frec stream.

Discharging the alir at too great an angle to the
free stream changes the adjacent external static pressure,
and consequently the exit statlc pressure, as a result"
of an effective thicksening of the body in the region
just behind the exit. Some of these effects and the
effects of changes 1In angle of attack of the model and
propeller operation on the outlet static pressures are
discussed in the following paragraphs. )

Effect of outlet design.~ Shortening the outer skirt
of the outlet fa.ring tc increase the outlet size also
changed the rate of convergence and angle of discharge
of the outlet. (See figs. 8 and 9.) The effect of these
changes on the static pressure in the outlet is shown
in figures 20 and 21. These plots indlcate that the
lowest static pressures will occur in slowly converging
outlets discharging the cooling~air flow parallel to
the local external stream. The static pressure in the
outlet will be identical with the static pressure of
the outside flow at the ovening if the outlet duct 1s
so designed that the streamline dividing the internal
and external filelds 1is straight,

Effect of exit flaps.- The effect of installing
exit Tlaps was to decrease the exit static pressure by
approximately .0.55q, 1n the exits of both the large
and small ducts. Average static pressures as low as
-O.ASqO were obtained with the propeller removed,
velues which are indicative of good exit-flap effectivensss
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Effect of 1ift coefficient.~ The variation of
average outlet statlic pressure with 1ift coefficient
is shown in figures 22 and 23. Increasing the 1ift
coefficient of the airplane increased the static
pressure at the duct outlets. The increase was approxi-
mately 0.15q, without exit flaps and approximately
twice that value with L5° exit flaps installed, when
the 1ift coefficient was increased from 0.10 to 0.89.
The effect is attributed to a rearward movement of the
stagnation region on the bottom of the fuselage when the
angle of attack of the alrplane is incresgsed.

Effect of propeller operation.- The effect of-
propeller operation on the outlet static pressure may
be obtained by a comparison of figures 20 and 2, At
Cr, = 0,10 and with no exit flap, the difference between
the propeller-opsrating (T, = 0.02) and the propellsr-
removed static oressures was negligible. At Tc = 0.11,
for which case Cp, = 0.47, the static pressure increased
slightly with no outlet flaps and decreased from -0.09q4
to -O.23qo with outlet flaps installed. With an average
total nressure of about 1.20q, at the face of the
radiator (fig. 17) and an average outlet static pressure
of =0.40q (rig. 2l1), a pressure difference of approxi-
mately l.quo is availlable for forcing air through the

duct in the climb attitude with the propeller operating

at T, = 0,11,

Drag and Duct Efficiency

A summary of the drag data for the model with the
large and small forward underslung ducts installed is
presented in tables III and IV. The increment of the
drag coefficlent due to the duect ACp 1s the difference

between the drag of the model with the duct installed
ané with the duct removed.

In order to facilitate analysis, the drag increment
is divided into two parts: (1) the drag caused by losses
in the duct (internal drag) and (2) the drag caused by
changes in the external flow (external drag). The
Increment of internal drag coefficient is equal to the
momentum loss through the duct calculated by the formula

> _m—-
ACp, = J%&‘vl ]2 0
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The external drag is the difference between the calculated
ACDi and the total increment measured by the force tests

and may be expressed as

ACD, = ACp = ACDy

The increase in drag that accompanied the increase
in the cutlet area of the ducts was duvue mainly to an
increase in the internal drag of ths installations as
a result of the larger volume rate of air flow. The
larger volume rate of flow caused an increase in ths
pressure drop across the orifice plate and generally
increased the diffuser pressure losses. The incremsnt
of total drag coefficient ACp due to the large forward
underslung duct varied from 00,0011 to 0.0029 and for the
small duct from 0.0013 to 0.0022 (tables III and IV),
depending upon the nominal prsssure drop of the radlator
and the volume rate of air flow,

In order to compare the internal drag of the two
ducts, the internal-drag coefficient has been plotted
as a function of the inlet~velocity ratio in figure 25.
This figure shows that, for equal values of pressure
drop for the orifice plate and inlet-velocity ratio,
the internal~drag coefficlient ol the small duct was
higher in some instances than that of the large duct.
The internal-drag coefficient was higher even though at
equal values of Vy/Vy the volume rate of alr flow
through the smaller duct was less than that for the
large duct. The higher internal drag of the small duct
is cauged by the difference in the expansion betweesn
the inlet and the radiator. The ratio of orifice-plate
area to inlet area 1s 2.5 for the large duct and 2.0 for
the small duct (see figs.8 and 9); thus, for a glven
V;/Vo and Ap/qp the dynamic pressure g, and hence

the pressure drop Ap and the over-all pressure
drop Hy ~ H in the small duct are greater than in
the large cduct.

The calculated increment of drag coefficlent due
to the external drag of the duct ACp, wvaried from O
to 0,0010 with the large duct installed and from
0 to 0,000} with the small duct installed. (See tables III
and IV.,) In the case of the small duct, the increment of
external drag generally increased with Ao/q and
appeared to be approximately the same for both the
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medium and the large outlets. With the large duct
installed, the values of‘*AGDév increased-with the size

of the outlet and appeared to decrease with increasing
Ap/dz. A major part of the increment of external drag

is attributed to the interference effects associated
with the mixing of two streams of unequal velocity and
with different flow directions,

The efflclency of each duct v, defined as the
ratio of the minimum power required to force the cooling
alr through the radiator to the power needed to overcome
the drag of the complete installation, has been calculated
and the values are presented in tables IITI and IV, At
inlet-velocity ratios below 0.62 the efficiency of the
large duct was greater than 70 percent but decreased
rapidly above an inlet-velocity ratio of about 0.70. The
efficiency of the small duct was consistently lower than
that of the large duct at the same V1/V, and 4p/qp

values because of the relatively higher internal drag.

Critical Speeds

The critical speeds of the duct inlet lips were
estimated from the surface static pressures measured
at a tunnel speed of 96 miles per hour by using the
von Karmédn-Tsien pressure extrapolation obtained from
reference 5. These extrapolations %rg Shown in figure 26,

The minimum pressure coefficients S

were determined
40

from pressure distributions measured over the 1lip at the

bottom of the duct inlet and in the duct-fuselage fillets.

Effect of inlet-veloclty ratio.~ The critical Mach
number increased linearly with the inlet-veloclity ratio
as shown in figure 27 for the small duct. Typical
pressure distributions over the lip of the small forward
mwderslung duct (fig. 28) show the change in distribution
that accompanied changes in inlet-velocity ratio. It is
noted that the stagnation point moves outward as Vl/Vo
Increases and that the peak negative pressures are
reduced.

Effect of 1ift coefficient,~ In figure 29 the
critical Mach number of the small forward underslung
duct is shown as a function of the 1lift coefficient of
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the airplane with propeller removed. Increasing the
1ift coefficient caused subsbtantial increases in the
critical speed of the lower part of the duct lip but
decreased the critical speed of the sections along

the duct-fuselage fillets. The rate of change of
critical Mach number with 1ift coefficlent was much
greater at the bottom of the ducts than in the fillets.

Effect of propeller operation.- The critical Mach
number of the various sectilions of the lip of the small
duct, determined from tests with the propeller removed
and Wlth the propeller opcratln » are shown as a function
of the inlet-velocity ratio in figure 30. At the bottom
of the duct 1lip, the critical speed of the section varied
slightly and irregularly with »ropeller operation.

Along the left fillet, My, was slightly lower with
propeller operating; whersas, along the right fillet
the critical speed was substantially greater with
propeller operating than with the propeller removed.
This effect is nrobably dus to the slipstream rotation
which decreases the effective angle of attack on the
right side of the duct behind the downgoling propeller
blades and increases the effective angle of attack on
the left side of the duct behind the upgoing propeller
blades.,

The critical speed of the left {fillet for the high-
speed condition, Cp = 0.10, T, = 0.02, and V1/V,=0.50,

was estimated to be about L85 miles per hour at standard
sea-level conditions. The critical speed of both the
lower duct lip and the right duct-fuselage fillet were
higher than the critical speed of the left fillet.

A similar but less thorough investigation was made
of the critical speed of the inlet to the large duct
with similar results which are not oresented here.

SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Tests of forward underslung ducts on a typical
fighter airplane in the NACA full-scale tunnel, indicated
thats

1. Pressure recoveries at the radiator greater
than 90 percent cf the free-stream dynamic pressure
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were obtainable at the low 1lift coefficient of 0.10,
with the propeller removed, for inlet=veloclity ratios
ranging from O.40 to 0.75. Beyond the inlet-velocity
ratio of 0.75 the pressure recoveries decreased rapidly.

2, The variation of pressure recovery with 1ift
coefficient, with the propeller removed, was less than
5 percent of the free-stream dynamic pressure at values
of inlet-velocity ratio of 0,5; for inlet-velocity ratios
greater than 0.5 the pressure losses shead of the radiator
Increased rapidly with 1ift coefficlent.

5. Vanes in the diffuser of the forward underslung
duct had little effect on the pressure -recovery at low
1lift coefficients but reduced the adverse effects of
increasing 1ift coefficient.

L. Operation of the propeller, equipped with large-
chord cuffs, increased the total pressure at the radiator
of the large duct approximately 7 percent of the free-
Stream dynamic pressure at the highespeed thrust coef-
ficient of 0.02 and approximately L5 percent of the
free-stream dynamic pressure at the climb thrust coeffi-
cient of 0,11.

5. The static pressure at the outlet with no exit
flaps was positive and with and without exit flaps
increased with both the 1ift coefficient and the pro-
reller thrust,

6. - With the propeller removed, the static pressure
at the outlet was reduced approximately 50 percent of
the free-stream dynamic pressure by installing 150 exit
flaps; the effectiveness of the exit flaps increased.
considerably with power.

T« At equal values of inlet-velocity ratio and
pressure=drop coefficient for the orifice plate, the
internal drag of the small duct was somewhat higher in
some instances than that of the larger duct even though
the air flow was considerably less, The higher drag
was a result of the lower diffuser expansion ratio of
the small duct, which resulted in a higher dynamic
pressure within the duct and hence greater pressure
losses and a greater pressure drop across the radiator.
No comparison was made of the ducts on the basis of
providing equal cooling.
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8. Increases in the inlet-velocity ratio with the
propeller removed increased the critical Mach number of
the duct lower lip and duct-fuselage fillets.,

9, Increases in the 1ift coefficient of the airplame
with propeller removed increased the critical speed of
the duct 1lip but decreased the critical speed of the
fillets.

10, Propeller operation had little effect on the
critical speed of the lower 1lip. The critical speed of
the left fillet was only slizhtly decreased by propeller
operation; whereas, a substantial increass was measured
at the right fillet.

Langley Memorial Aeronautical Laboratory
National Adviscry Committee for Aeronautics
Langley Field, Va.
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_ . B o TABLE I
ORDINATES OF LOWER LIPS OF LARGE AND
SMALL PFORWARD UNDERSLUNG DUCTS
Aﬁgll values are in inches]
Large duvct Small duct
- _ ‘
0 0. -0.33 045 -0.7
025 0.1.7 "l.o 055 —-95
.50 Lo ~1.17 .28 -1.10
075 .31 "ln?S 120 -1150
1.0 .19 —1.%8 .10 ~1.15
1.25 .Oa ".oo; O -lo 2
1.5 -.03 -1.g5 -.08 -1.75
1.75 -.10 -1.85 -.20 -1.90
2.0 -.18 -1.95 -.27 -2.0
2.5 -.3% -2.13 -5 -2.22
5-0 nd 50 _2c?o -.bl _2039
?05 - 65 “2. 5 -078 -2-5
1.0 -.78 ~2.63 -.95 -2.563%
.5 -.93 -2.30 -1.10 -2.53
5,0 ~-1.05 -2.95 ~1.29 -2.
6.0 -1.30 —5.2g -1.60 -3.10
g.o -1.60 -3.,5 -1.89 -3,31
o -1.90 -3.35 -2.,10 -3.0.7
e "‘<""""‘"“""‘-‘—--—-....__~_‘~_ - .""Z** —
/,,/ ‘% ) / - '\"* —
; ly \ / J’U \
( ‘: U e - X ' Ay e— X
B e LA
\‘ 4 ‘y- , o B ) iYL ’4
<:§&,%“ R = 0.5 in. \ixﬁg,* R = 0.5 in.
\ \\\\\\
\\ \\
TLarge duct Small duct
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COMPARISON OF PROPELLER-REMGVED AWD PRO

TABLE IT

PELLER-OPERATING DATA

POR SMALIL, FORWARD UNDERSLUNG DWCT
(Ho - pg)/a, v1/Vs /v, (p5 - p, )/
h;ﬁi.' Outlet ?}1{;2 Propollisr Precneller Prepeller Propeller
C ~ax -y - -
L |Ap/q; Oper- | s |opsr- Oper- Oper-
d P 1 _LJuJ- Lva 7S per p ‘
Removedidting Removed ating Renoved ating Removed ating
0.10| 10.1|sma1l .| Off | C.%6 | 1.G2| 0.40 | 0.43 | 0.31 | 0.33} 0.14 | 0.1k
.10{ 10.1|Medium| Off (G5 e ,4% RIS 3l 360 .11 .09
.10l 6.0l sma1l | Off .9 1.02] Ll £l 27 Ji7i .18 .10
‘10 6.0l Mediwm| OFf | .55 | i.c1i .5k sl e L2y 33 .18
.10{ 1.7{Small .| Off .97 1.02{ .58 (66 A5 L8 .21 .1
.100  1.7|Medium| Off .ol L99] Bl .70 .50 .Bh .17 L1
L7) 10.1| Kedium| On .0 1.05] .52 .é5 Lo L8 -.29 -.19
L7t 6.0[Medium! On a0 1.12] .65 .73 .50 ol -.31 ~.59 -
Ji7l 1.7{Mediuwm] On 79 1.,20] .82 .98 .63 781 ~.3h -.5%
onnditd p
Pover conditicny Cj (dcg) Ta
High speed |{0.,10; 60 | .02
Climb L7l Lo 11

NATIONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE FOR ARRONAUTICS
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19
TABLE III

SUMMARY OF DRAG DATA FOR LARGE

FORWARD UNDERSLUNG DUCT

lf('}L = 0.10; exit flaps offJ

- ACp at Cp, = 0.10

Nominal i L
Outlet AD/a5 QU Vol V1/Vo N

ACh ACDi ACDg |

Small® | 11.2 {0.52{ 0,50 |~-==-= 0,0017 |~=mum- ————
Medium | 11.2 591 .57 {0.0028 | ,00260.0002 {0.76
Lar‘ge 11.2 054 .52 ------ .0025 —————— -
Small 3.3 ALt 62| L0011 | L0011} L0000 .73
Small? 5.3 621 60 lmeeana .0009 |mmmmmn ———-
Medium 3.3 751 W7k | L0020 | L0016 .o00lL .6%
Large 3.3 161 7 0029 | ,0019] .00101 .It
Bvanes installed in diffuser.

TABLE IV

SUMMARY OF DRAG DATA FOR SMALL

FORWARD UNDERSLUNG DUCT
1, = 0.10; exit flaps off]

Nominal [ACD at CL = (0,10

Outlet | ', CYASSL AN M
/% ACp | ACp, | ACpg

Small 10,1  |0.31] 04O | ====n= 040013 {==m=mm ————
Medium | 10,1 Blet o | 0.00181 .0018 |0.0000 0.52
Large 10.1 Aot WLk} L0021 L0017 000l .35
Small 6.0 371 L8| —eeeem L0011 |~===-- e
Medium €£.0 Ji2 .55 .0018| ,0016 | .0002 | .58
Large 6.0 A2 .gr .0022| .0020] .0002 | .LL9
Small 107 | 051 88| -122I2) 10607 |-eanat Mgl
Medium | 1.7 .50} .65 ,0013| ,0012 | ,0001 .28.
Large 1.7 501 65 00171 0016 | .0001 { L1 ¥

NATTONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEEZ FOR AERONAUTICS




NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fi
. lg'

. l/* _m - 3 _L
’\ﬁ%@_ —1"
/q
. — 3.IO’J»2.:9‘<-
~ 29.1’

Nl
esz”tm’
v T-

‘lﬂ
<, |
@
c% NATIONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

~5° DINEDRAL

Figure 1— General arrangement of wind-turne/
model, basic corndirion.
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ection A

X

0
.116
.322
.59§
» 92
10087
1.850
2.315
2.775
. 700
~625
52560
6.475
7.410

o o .

0

ti T
Section A 0

Fig.

T.E. r

L.E. radius: 0.335

adius: 0.058

<]

ection B

X

yu=¥L

0
.194
«388
<775

1.163

1.550

2.330

3.100

a.sso

° 4
430
.525
.930

1.160

1.340

1.635

1.845

2.000

15.5 ]

L.E. radiust 0,520
T.E. radius: 0
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Figure 2,~ Dimensions of propeller cuff.



{a) Front view, propeller removed.

Figure 3.- Model in basic condition, mounted in the NACA full-scale tunnel.
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(b) Side view, propeller installed.

Figure 3.- Concluded.
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Figure 4.-

Figure 5.-

Model with large forward underslung duct installed.

Model with small forward underslung duct installed.
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig. 6a,b

{a) Inlet.

(b) Small outlet; exit flap off.

Figure 6.- Large forward underslung duct.



NACA ARR No. L4H15

(c)

Medium outlet: 45O exit flap installed.

(d) Large outlet; exit flap off.

Figure 6.- Concluded.

lg.
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NACA ARR No. L4H15

{a) Inlet.

(b) Small outlet.

Figure 7.- Small forward underslung duct.
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig. 7c¢,d

—

{c}) Medium outlet

{d) Large outlet.

Figure 7.- Concluded.




DIFFUSER VANES

INLET
AREA= 103 SQ FT

29.75"

LARGE OUTLET
AREA =122 5Q FT

2994™

MEDIUM  QUTLET
AREA = .08 SQFT

|- 300"

6.87"

SMALL OQUTLET
AREA = 0.81 5Q FT

7

o)

DUCT SECTION
N ¢ OF AIRPLANE

28,6"—
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T
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=W 7

THRUST ¢ -

i
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1 !

o~ L H
20.25 fe————— 278"
ORIFICE PLATE ‘

. 6"EXIT FLAP

LARGE QUTLET
MEDIUM QUTLET
SMALL OUTLET

QRIFICE PLATE
AREA = 254 SQFT

" GENERAL ARRANGEMENT

Aﬁ'gure 8.~ Dimensions and orrongement of
/arge Forward underslung duct:
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“oN duY VOVN

DUCT SECTION )
ON ¢ OF AIRPLANE
THRUST ¢ ; o
INLET B o
AREA=0.77 5Q FT | / —
i 260" ' § / o
1 220" '
: SPINNER L /j"y §
™ g p g
3 !— 400" 79"
[ /
5 /
LARGE OUTLET ‘A < g
AREA=0.88 SO FT S | i
25.4% s | !
IcE PLATE 2% B
srost OoRIF _‘
LARGE OUTLET :
MEDIUM OUTLET
SMALL QUTLET
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AREA=071 SQ FT
! .
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s AREA =153 5Q FT
SMALL OUTLET
EA=0, FT
AREA=0.60 5Q , GENERAL ARRANGEMENT
Figure 9.— Dimensions ond orrengement of small c..:.iif:?‘m“ﬁ'.';?.'lm
forward underslung duct.
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig.
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig. 11

l
(a) C/_’O./O.
Vi/ Ve
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4

|
il
!
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|
|
I

( b) CL= 0.8 9. NATIONAL ADVISORY

COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS .

: /qyure /- 7)/,0/’60/ rotal-pressure dristribution at

inlet fo [large duct; propeller removed.
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Vi/Vo=0.44

/ =o.53

(@) C.=0.10. NATIONAL ADVISORY (b) C.-0.89.
COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

Figure [3.- Typ/'ca/ total-pressure distributions at face of orifice
plate. large forward underslung duct; propeller
removed. (Dots represent tube Jocations.)
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 . Fig. 14
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig. 15
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rrgure I7.- EffecY of propeller operation on the variation of toral
pressure ar face of orifice plote with V. Large forward
underslung duct (Flagged symbols For propeller qperating.)
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NACA ARR No. L4H15 Fig. 18
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.ﬁyure /9 - £ ftact of /om,oe//er operation on fufuﬁlaressure distributions ot face of orifice ,oéz/e. :
Large forward underslung duct (Dots represent tube locations.)
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Figure C8—Fressure distributions over bottorm lip of the small forward underslung auct.
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